

•Uear Paul i«/L j , 12/31/73 

S fi73 f°!^’. Ha7ia0nd & * 20008,3 1 A?ril 1964 ^lefeerhead. non-classified to 
Stera ’ * t f k8 to °° Sa3n » there is reference to an ; Attachment" and there seems 

to be none. All oi .his and each of the separate factors itemized interest me much. I 

WXlt ? K r > l get your ’ ideas “ G ““F suggestions you may have especially about anything that 
you thixiK, suspect or know aay be relevant* 

1° simpiify this for you, I quote the two grafs. The third, is masted: 

Following our conversation of last *'riday, I am attaching on a loan basis a cooy of 
a saL classified paper entitled: "A National Name Index Networic.” You will find it of 
interest, I am sure. 

, . " If ? y ° U are Jiitereste d earlier references (footnoted), let me know informally. 
Actually, tney are not necessar*** for your appreciation of the piece but we would be 
nappy to make them available if you desire 0 n 

What followed next is his writing Stern 4/21/64 on a letterhead and with all kinds 
of noa-stampaDlc classifications to attach an entirely undescribed "dissemination" 
that really has to So with publication of books on the assassination and had an astounding 
dissemination - 10 top spooks/spookeries. There may be no connection. (73:3$) 

What in the world is a National ‘W Index Network?" This is not the same as what 

W ^T d ^f terest me BUch » a national name index. But a network can include all sorts of 
other things tnat might be quite titilating. 

This is a fairly clear xerox, so I wonder that the file designations, upper right, 
are barely visible and entirely illegible. 

"GEn a loan basis” is underlined by hand. 

Why no letterhead? 

Why no classification and no cancelling of classification? 

Without it ha.; could this have been withheld to begin with and why was it? 

. ^ ter f stiu gly, ttie date stamp on 4/21 is 136,2, which mates me wonder how that mistake 
could nave been made U the nays is advanced daily and nothing else is done.) 

His practise was to have the full identification of the addressee on his letters. 

Then why not on 4 / 1 , not even Stern s full name? 

This sheet was stapled in all four corners. ! ! ?? 

. w f cc * ^Pected Stem to have full understanding. Why mask anything for anyone 

else in the future? Why no letterhead, classification , etc.? 

This can relate to something not of WC interest in which ^im and I have a joint 
interest, so I am more than usually interested in what captures the eye in these ways. 

I began reading and filing from the top of this package the first time I had a few 
minutes. Other worts are of higher priority here now. Yesterday we had company for dinner. 

When tney were late arriving I started to read more of the papers. I cam tothis as they 
cone to usanu got no farthur. If there is anything relevant farthur down I haven't gotten 

2 00 Tt < ^> * kn ° W 1 assume that it is “to® or less together, if the Seggab stuff 

seems no. to be. 8r the ^ara-Fatnitsky. I think I seat you much on both in 1967 or 8. 

For out immediate purposes - and Jim and I have been discussing them on each of our 

coSfte e vS^eIpS: hillg thSt ^ aSJ ' Wa * W to 40 e ^her of these 

f * f±nd interesting that Karamasinss, who is ^eputy Director for Plans, not 

5?, ;^ SenOS ’. iS flJ d0es the ~ holdin e straight publishing intelligence only. 

Thieves me believe that the gathering of Intelligence on assassination bocks was not a 
straight intelligence operation ana that is provocative. Because of the US publishers invol- 
vea, none ol whom brought out the planned works, we have a handle for things in the future, 

ss Sf- 

^ vjssarwAa, 

nave had good US sale. They received special attention?) Best. JW Si 





